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5/28/6® 

Dear J ohn, 

*our airmail letter of the 25th f which should have been here two 
days ago* arrived this a.m. I’Ve read it hastily* will make a few comments on 
what I recall, and will tnen go over it again. 1*11 also send copies to Paul, 

Gary and Dick for any interest each may have or comment he may want to make. 

It is my recollection the Arcnivea made duplicate negatives from 
the pictures ±om Moleaworth took for us 5/ 16/ ^hia, in any 8 vent, was the 
arrangement compromised upon. I’ll return to "arraggements”. So, you can get 
identical pictures from them. I urAe you to ask for precisely those, whether 
or not you went them to take pictures for youjf, snd that you than compare the 
quality of these pictures with tha prints Tom made. If Dick doasnot heve a 
set for you, which it is my recollection ha doe3, you can have mine. My point 
here is to illustrate for the court the inadequacy of pictures as supplied by 
the government when what the law and courts term "best evidence” is available. 

I think a demonstration of needlessly poor photography is important to your * 
case. For this purpose I point out Exhibit 150, which I reproduce in the 
back of WHITEWASH, aa an example of the photography on clothing, or the mean- 
ingless pictures of the President s gormeute as published and put into evidence 
when compared with the one Liebeler tailed to Epstein's attention or gave him 
(which even then needed art w^rk to be comprehensible J • Compare the Oswald Shirt 
150 with the picture of the same shirt from a aewsphoto in IHOTOGR IP HIC "HITE WAS! , 
where the photography was not the FBI’s (and I think this comparison important 
because the FBI took the official photographs end this proves they had the 
purpose of hiding tne information you/ we seek or are so incompetent their pictures 
cannot be used/ depended upon. 

Paul’s letter: there is no secret. He got it from the government. I 
referred you to him because my copy machine is about pooped out and he can give 
you a clearer one and more important, he can tell you where he got it so you 
can duplicate it from the s&me official source. 

Dixie’s let ter/qiine • I do not re cell whether he or I made a point of 
Frazier not finding microscopic markings (didn t notice, I think he put it) on 
the shell heeds. I think this is important and Dick ia tracing it when he can 
through standard sources. 

Ejection: While we could get the cent with my rifle, it was what 
experts enticipated. I bed arranged with tbs friendly local chief of police 
for use of the range. The rengemaster told me he would intg/duce me to real 
experts, and he did£ One get there while we war® there. As soon aa he aaw 
«h.t *q ware interred in learning, he proceeded to demonstrate how it came 
to posa. Aside from the defect in Dick’s .eepon, where we had tried it we did 
dry rune where the ejection wee epperently lees violont that in actuel firing, 

I have taken but heve not yet processed 8 mm movies of this \with my duplicate 
of the Zepruder camera). If you do take pictures, K’d appreciate being able to 
nae atilla at some later date, when I get to AGENT OSWALD and the framing a gala, 
for your* a will undoubtedly be better than mine, which will take but little 
enlarging from Oran. 
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Afftdavit: I'll draft that sfter I finish this letter ao my wl^e 
can type It recently when she gets hom- from work. Tomorrow morning I'll get 

1Z : d "f Wl < 11 n8ll » cot * uct «•«•» 9 ».«. however, I think tJeaffl! 
dsTl , jou hey© in mind i6 much lea then I cen swear to that is relevant 
your suit, which is but one of the reasons I suggested we sue Jointly. I will 
come to them end you can take them up with your lewyer. I think if w>u have a 
-earing you nay rent me as a witneas. I am, of course, ready and willing en d 
JXS 1\ 3 * 7 do l do not have the dough for my actual expenses! I'll 

their own regulations, all in the same direction, fcy the govammant; of their 

Ir VV 1 P< !f T tC 30 throush tte proper chain of appeal, as with the 
fr.ed-m .f information law, will not tell me how to or supply the necessary 
papers, and this is in writing, including with the Department of J ustic:o : how 
' ay hrve reclaaelfled what I have asked for once it was declassified; how thev 
have repeatedly withheld from mo whet they subsequently gave to others on what 7 
amounts to a basis of exclusivity, which is in clear violation of ths reails- 
tions land I cannot get any meaningful explanation, having esk»d a» 3 ln xifr 
yesterday, .af ter more than a year of getting no explanation, etc.' Sven on 
the picture-taking two weeks ago, they triad to institute special regulations 
against us. They ware not going to let us take our own pictures. Now I knew 
ta*v had let CBS use their own cameras, end I persisted, so they let Tom get 
the picture set up and their photographer did nothing but use tter cable release, 
hey aiso were not gping to let us use own own photographer, insisting they 
hbd to ao ell of it. I asked for citation of the regulation which, of course, 
does not exist. So, if your lawyer wants these other thinga, I suggest that 
from wnat I send you, including the affidavit, he prepare what he wants and 
send it to r oe for notarizing. 

t I knew Paul a father is a doctor, but 1 didn't know what kind of' his 
mother a specisl competence. 



In the teste we made, I have all the empty casings. Dick marked them 
anc they ore as he left them. I hove not touched them. I also have (poor) 
pictures, but T think you’ll have no need fnr these. Y ou ere welcome. I f ve not 
tried to enlarge. They are on 1 27 film. 



I send the begtn analysis herewith. I have not reed it ao you will 
have to work your way through the passion, typos*, polemics, etc. I had planned 
to be able to use parts in my own writing. It is the only copy I have, ac please 
register it when you return it. Well, norf, you won’t have to hecauae there 
will then be copies. • hen you do, I’d appreciate a xerox so I can lend it to 
others who msy want to read it and so that ultimetaly, I can use parts without 
destroying the original. I think I have covered much of it in the tome I sent. 
However, there are things in it from my unprinted end unpublished work, in the 
event they are eaeential, in your lawyer’s opinion. You apparently did not get 
my first letter on this, because I told you in early April that I he d done this 
and asked your deadline, ijj Baul or Gary want copies, fine. Or Dick. 

The cited law 17 years old is in their memoraddum. They cite it, I 
refer to their claimed authority. Id it the one on Presidential papers? Their 
memo will give ycu the date. The same is true of the ^ouse Committee Report. 

t is in their memo. If you want the complete thing, I do not have it. Your 
Congressman or °enator can supply. 

f Tbe apectrogrpahic analysis was used by the Warren Commission in 
^raziar s testimony. I cite the place In WHITE «VA3H . Although the government 
was careful to keep this enalysis out of the record, it is indespensihle to their 
conclusions, and their deliberate misrepresentations of Crazier f s testimony at 
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this point is the only basis for the essential interpretation of the 
identical source cf the bullet and the various fragments, Y 0 u may want to 
reread ^TUTE^ASH beginning on pr?ge 160* There I find the Frazier citation 
5H67-74. It is my recollection Froziar testified only tb Ft the bullet acid 
fragments were of lead, not s bit more, which is meaningless. Ee ,133 
not even asked the essential questions, another argument for your having the 
apectro, one of the reesonc * hove been dame aiding it for three years {WW134) . 
That th» spectre is pert of the FBI’s permanent record es ba dc stopping of the 
Warren "eport la ray interpretation of whet you will find on f>H69. John, I’m 
hasty on this because I’ve been delayed in returning to ray ovn writing end I’m 
pressed for time. If you wont me tc trace thi 3 ell out for you. I’ll take the 
time, but I think i + is better elso for you and your lawyer to extract ycur 
own understanding, because you 1 11 be handling it. I can, ns a witness, give 
you chapter and verse on the suppression, including my efforts et the Archives, 
Johnson* a efforts on my behalf the very day the trnEsfer of the evidence ves 
known, etc. I went to see ^abnsr on this and the pt/ctures and ^-rsys (undoubtedly 
mine was the first reeuest ana the first rejection it it s duplicate d) the 
mining of the day it was in the morning papers. 

In talking of the leaking I had a number of stories in mind, not 
just one, 3 nd no 3 iggle one on the spectrographic analysis# For example, in 
leaking the FBI report, CD 1. tTow I’d prefer that you not use this because I 
have already written that part of one of my books and it is ©raething everyone 
seems tc hove miased. x t is in the executive sessions. &atzenbach told the 
Commission it was inconceiveable that, despite their strong denials, anyone 
but the FBI (meaning with hoover’s order or assent) could have leaked this. 

K wns than assistant attorney general, right next to ^obby. Any statement that 
Oswald did all the shooting, and many were leaked by the FBI and, without 
doubt, Rankin, necessarily depends upon tho spectrographic analysis. Any state- 
ment that ^ewold is responsible for the injury to Connally entirely depanda 
upon this, for no fragment from him was traced or could have been from rifling. 
Any statement that the fatal injury came from this rifle can depend on nothing 
else, unless the government wants to argue that instead of using what I caLled 
the "eenia-raeenle-rainey-mcs" evidence they need nothing nore than conjecture. 

They had completed this analysis before any of these leaks were made. They 
leaked the first report l as (h stinguished from the supplementary report of l/l5, 
before it reacned toe Commission. Thera was no possible source outaido the FBI 
or D.J. from which it could have ccme. But, if you really require this, I’ll 
copy the pages of the executive sessions that are pertinent and send them. If 
you have it. I'll cite them. Or, I’ll also lend you the writing x h stb cd no on it# 
Among the other things so leaked were Oswald’s "diary”, ©me of the letters, etc. 

I think Peal would be a better source on leaks, for I cannot find some of the 
clippings, the*, pert of my original files not being reorganized into useful 
condition. Another case is in IHOTOGRAPEIC "HITE?; ASH, Involving the phoney 
investigation Ford asked be made of Ford as the source of the leak. Becsuee the 
leaks navar ended and the official information was not public, the only possible 
source was tb? federal government. Another case is the misrepresented autopsy 
findings (Washington Poat and NY T^mes, es you may recall from FOST UoHTijAa) • 

Still another is to the -^Hen-Scot t Column of November 20 , 1967, as it appeared 
in the Shreveport (I happened to have referred to the illegible copy * 

have yesterday -this was on a declassification of seme of the documents). 0 3 Aid AS 
alleged purchase of the rifle is, I believe, another/ 

Tom ^olosworth, the photographer, is out of town until next week. I’ll 
ask him for the affidavit thorn, ^ike Berlin was with the New York "Poet", and I 
assume, but dc not know, he is still there. I took him to the Archives, before 
Christmas 1966. 



D-aft affidavit sent Diet; It -res Fridey, May 15, at about 2 p.x. 
not the 15th* * 9 

?raul hae ba*n uneble to get one particular copy cf tbs Corliss 
Lfttnont pamphlet Cswrld wee riving out (‘here veers LQny copies) because the 
epartmant of Justice held that particuler one was psrt of a continuing 
investigation* if this is c t value to you. I bolisv^- it is na entirely 
di fforont reason for which tuey withheld this one. *y recollection id tnet 

tha Secret Service didn t even have it. 

« 

This !•“ in too much haste so I c*n get to other things. I f ll also 
icclude e carbon of the draft of the nd*ivavit so you f ll know wbst tc expect. 



Sincerely, 



Harold "eieberg 



